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those who are supposed by all to have the means of
testing the value of their convictions. And the same
applies to the successive improvements in the concep-
tions of the moral sciences, for example, history and
psychology. Indeed, the very meaning of science
appears to be a body of common cognition to which
all minds -converge in proportion to their capabilities
and opportunities of studying the particular subject-
matter concerned.

Not only so, from a strictly scientific point of
view it might seem possible to prove that common
cognition, as defined above, must in general be true
cognition.. I refer here to the now familiar method of
the evolutionist.

According to this doctrine, which is a scientific
method in so far as it investigates the historical de-
velopments of mind or the order of mental phenomena
in time, cognition may be viewed as a part of the result
of the interaction of external agencies and the organism,
as an incident of the great process of adaptation, phy-
sical and psychical, of organism to environment. In
thus looking at cognition, the evolutionist is making
the assumption which all science makes, namely, that
correct views are correspondences between internal
(mental) relations and external (physical) relations,
incorrect views disagreements between these relations.
From this point of view he may proceed to argue that
the intellectual processes must tend to conform to ex-
ternal facts. All correspondence, he tells us, means
fitness to external conditions and practical efficiency,
all want of correspondence practical incompetence.
Consequently, those individuals in whom the corre-